Severe Internet Censorship 
is Now Imminent 


by Jeremy James 





The so-called Grand Temple at the Freemasons Hall, Covent Garden, London. 


The Elite announced their intention to suppress all critical discussion of the New 
World Order when, on 7 February, the leaders of Freemasonry in the UK took out 
full-page ads in the leading national newspapers — The Times, The Guardian, and The 
Telegraph — to declare that they would no longer tolerate criticism of their fraternity. 


Their warning, 'Enough Is Enough', was forceful and direct: 


"The United Grand Lodge of England believes that the ongoing gross 
misrepresentation of its 200,000 plus members is discrimination. Pure 
and simple. We owe it to our membership to take this stance, they 
shouldn’t have to feel undeservedly stigmatised. No other organisation 
would stand for this and nor shall we." 

[source: http://freemasonrytoday.com/ugle-sgc/ugle/enough-is-enough] 


This "nor shall we" warning was a statement of intent, a declaration of war against all 
who, up to now, have dared to question and expose the wickedness behind 
Freemasonry and the New World Order. Before long such criticism will be treated as 
a ‘hate crime' and punished accordingly. 


The illustrious Masonic lodge known as the European Parliament is now following 
through with that threat. A Directive dealing with copyright, which has been under 
discussion in draft form for several years, is fast approaching finalization. During the 
past year it has been substantially strengthened by the inclusion of draft provisions 
which, if retained, will impose a draconian regime of Internet censorship across the 
EU. This in turn will signal the imminent introduction of a similar form of censorship 
throughout the rest of the world. 


The Death of Free Speech 

If this happens — and it appears unstoppable — free speech will be dead. The unfettered 
exchange of information, views and opinions that has characterized the Internet over 
the past twenty years or so will come to a sudden and dramatic end. Thereafter all 
views and opinions that are deemed to conflict with the New World Order and its 
vision for humanity will be suppressed. A totalitarian system of censorship, supported 
by sophisticated surveillance software, will ensure that any material, from any source, 
that happens to make its way onto the Internet highway will be quickly sniffed out 
and deleted. In fact most of it, as we shall see, will be suppressed before it even gets 
that far. 
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The EU Censorship Manifesto 
The basic philosophy behind all of this was set out in a 'Communication' from the 
European Commission on 28 September, 2017. Under the title Tackling Illegal 
Content Online, it specified the principal mechanism that would be used to eliminate 
"illegal content" — which, of course, will embrace any material that the Elite wish to 
censor or keep from public awareness. 


The main elements of the Communication are summarized below: 





Illegal content 

In it they say that the significant increase in "illegal content" that can be 
accessed online "raises serious concerns that need forceful and effective 
replies...the detection and removal of illegal content online represents an 
urgent challenge..." 


They signal their intention to target at a later stage online content which, 
though not strictly illegal, is “potentially harmful", such as "fake news". 


Trusted flaggers 

The Communication highlights the role of what it calls "trusted flaggers", 
which it defines as follows: "The removal of illegal content online 
happens more quickly and reliably where online platforms put in place 
mechanisms to facilitate a privileged channel for those notice providers 
which offer particular expertise in notifying the presence of potentially 
illegal content on their website. These are so-called "trusted flaggers", 
specialised entities with specific expertise in identifying illegal content 
and dedicated structures for detecting and identifying such content 
online." Note the use of "dedicated structures", namely software tools 
which enable these cyber police to track down undesirable content and 
erase it from the Internet. Their knowledge and expertise will enable 
"faster take-down." 


While the Communication frequently refers to terrorist activity and sexual 
exploitation websites as examples of the content they are aiming at, it also 
includes "hate speech" and "xenophobic content". Since hate speech can 
be construed to cover views and opinions which could offend certain 
categories or groups — such as humanists, feminists, Freemasons, neo- 
pagans, Marxists, atheists, homosexuals, transgenders, or abortionists — 
the restrictive effect of this provision is very wide-ranging. 


The "trusted flaggers" will have the power to compel website hosting 
services to "remove content upon notification from the trusted flagger 
without further verifying the legality of the content themselves." In other 
words, these invisible policemen can "take-down" whatever content they 
deem inappropriate and there is nothing the website owner can do about it. 
An appeal to the hosting service would get nowhere. 

















Filtering and surveillance technology 

Any person can complain about a website to a “trusted flagger" 
without having to disclose their identity. The "trusted flagger" could 
then notify the hosting service that a certain URL is in violation of 
its standards and have the offending material removed immediately. 
Hosting services will be expected to “act expeditiously to remove or 
to disable access to the information". The Communication also 
makes hosting services liable if they permit websites to carry content 
which they could reasonably have known to be illegal. This in turn 
will place pressure on hosting services to audit the content of 
websites on their server. As the Communication states: "...it is in the 
interest of all parties involved to adopt and implement rapid and 
reliable procedures for removing and disabling access to illegal 
information." It also draws particular attention to "the use of 
automatic detection and filtering technologies [which are] becoming 
an ever more important tool in the fight against illegal content 
online. Many large platforms are now making use of some form of 
matching algorithms, based on a range of technologies, from simple 
metadata filtering, to hashing and fingerprinting content." 


It then goes on to call for the development of suitable surveillance 
technology for use by website hosting services: 


"The Commission supports further research and innovative 
approaches going beyond the state of the art with the 
objective of improving the accuracy of technical means to 
identify illegal content. It also encourages industry to ensure 
an effective uptake of innovations which may contribute to 
increased efficiency and effectiveness of automatic detection 
procedures." 


There is no doubt that this will quickly become mandatory and that 
the relevant technology already exists. Hosting services that do not 
use it will likely be penalized in some manner. 


Immediate action 

How quickly should the content be taken down? The 
Communication requires immediate action: "Some voluntary 
processes such as the Code of Conduct on countering illegal hate 
speech online have provided indicative targets for removal times, in 
the case of this Code of Conduct, 24 hours for the majority of cases." 
The Communication underscores the onus on hosting services to act 
immediately by stating that "As a general rule, removal deriving 
from trusted flagger notices should be addressed more quickly." The 
goal they are aiming for is "fully automated deletion or suspension of 
content." 








The EU Copyright Directive 
The legislative mechanism by which this manifesto is being implemented in the first 
instance is the proposed Directive on Copyright in the Digital Single Market. 


In an open letter dated October 16, 2017, fifty-seven organizations from across 
Europe dealing with civil liberties, openness, and freedom of speech wrote to the 
President of the European Commission, Jean-Claude Juncker, and senior European 
lawmakers expressing their grave concern over certain provisions in the draft 
Directive. Their letter included the following statements: 


"Article 13 of the proposal on Copyright in the Digital Single Market 
include obligations on internet companies that would be impossible to 
respect without the imposition of excessive restrictions on citizens’ 
fundamental rights... Article 13 appears to provoke such legal uncertainty 
that online services will have no other option than to monitor, filter and 
block EU citizens’ communications if they are to have any chance of staying 
in business... In particular, the requirement to filter content in this way 
would violate the freedom of expression set out in Article 11 of the Charter 
of Fundamental Rights. 


The draft Directive also includes a provision which would require website managers 
to pay a special copyright fee (a 'link tax') to source websites (copyright holders) 
simply for the privilege of quoting short snippets of text when giving a link to the 
original news article. The link tax would be an inalienable right, meaning that the 
source website — mostly news corporations and press agencies — would be unable to 
waive the fee even if it wanted to. 
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This Directive is heavily biased in favor of big news corporations, for whom such fees 
would be a minor inconvenience. For smaller websites the link tax could constitute a 
prohibitive burden and would make it impossible for many to continue in operation. 
Even a small blog would be affected by this measure. 





King Jehoiakim burns Jeremiah's scroll 





"And it came to pass, that when Jehudi had read three 
or four leaves, he [i.e. King Jehoiakim] cut it with the 
penknife, and cast it into the fire that was on the 
hearth, until all the roll was consumed in the fire that 
was on the hearth. Yet they were not afraid, nor rent 
their garments, neither the king, nor any of his 
servants that heard all these words. Nevertheless 
Elnathan and Delaiah and Gemariah had made 
intercession to the king that he would not burn the 
roll: but he would not hear them... Then the word of 
the LORD came to Jeremiah, after that the king had 
burned the roll, and the words which Baruch wrote at 
the mouth of Jeremiah, saying, Take thee again 
another roll, and write in it all the former words that 
were in the first roll, which Jehoiakim the king of 
Judah hath burned." 
- Jeremiah 36:23-28 











In its examination of the draft Directive and other related documentation issued by the 
EU Commission, the Electronic Frontier Foundation stated: "If we lose the battle 
against the use of upload filters for copyright, we'll soon see a push for a similar 
mandate on platforms to filter other types of content, beginning with ill-defined "hate 
speech" and terrorist content, and ending who knows where." [October 16, 2017]. Yes 
indeed, who knows where? 


CONCLUSION 


This is by far and away the greatest threat ever directed at the Internet. It will impose 
a sweeping system of censorship, supported by sophisticated surveillance software, 
that will cripple free speech and silence anyone who dares to question the New World 
Order. A network of ‘trusted flaggers’ (censors) will be established to hunt down any 
online content that might possibly offend the ruling Elite. After all, "Enough is 
Enough" according to the London Masonic fraternity, and further dissent will not be 
tolerated. 


Website hosting services will be compelled to assist in this clean-up operation or 
suffer penalties, as yet unspecified, if they fail to do so. Non-commercial websites 
will be unable to report and comment on news and current affairs, giving links and 
quotations, without paying for the privilege in the form of a prohibitive 'link tax', 
Online content that cannot be declared illegal under copyright law will instead be 
described as ‘hate speech' or 'fake news' and banned accordingly. This 'take-down' will 
be carried out with such speed that few members of the public will realize that a 
draconian system of censorship is actually in place. 


The European Police State is about to be rolled out. Totalitarian regimes always stamp 
out free speech before taking more oppressive action against a target population. 





Worldwide implications 

It is important to understand that the European censorship regime will only be 
effective if it is implemented on a worldwide basis. There is no point in censoring 
material distributed through an Internet platform based in Europe if the same material 
can be uploaded to a platform based elsewhere, such as the US or Canada. This can 
only mean that the Elite are planning to impose the same regime everywhere, very 
likely within a short period of time. The European Police State is therefore a prelude 
to one that covers the face of our flat, stationary earth. [When this nasty system is in 
place, online material discussing our flat, stationary earth and the hoax known as 
‘outer space’ will be suppressed as fake news. This is exactly the kind of information 
they want to 'take down', while sites marketing child pornography will continue to 
flourish. | 


George Orwell was struck by the complacency of the British public in the years 
leading up to World War II. Despite many strong indications that Germany was 
preparing for an all-out European war, they could not bring themselves to accept that 
such a calamity could come so soon after World War I. As Orwell put it: "Only in the 
English-speaking countries was it fashionable to believe, right up to the outbreak of 
the war, that Hitler was an unimportant lunatic and the German tanks made of 
cardboard." (published August, 1941). 


The pastors and elders of the church in the English-speaking world today are just as 
blind — wilfully blind — to the horror of what is unfolding. Christ asked us to 
"Watch!", to pay close attention to world events as the end time approached, but these 
people are fast asleep. At what point will they wake up and take notice? 





Abortion and Censorship 

Last week the people of Ireland approved the introduction of legislation that would 
allow an unborn child of three months to be murdered in the womb, simply on the 
grounds that the mother did not want to give birth to the child. They did this knowing 
that the government would also legislate for late-term abortions — up to six months — 
on vaguely specified mental health grounds. During the lead-up to this hideous event 
church leaders in Ireland did virtually nothing to alert the public to the catastrophic 
spiritual consequences of what they were about to do. 


There were no street protests, no public displays of anger, no revulsion at the prospect 
that thousands of innocent children would be killed for convenience. They did not 
appoint church teams with experienced leaders to promote the pro-life position in 
their local communities. They refused to preach God's Word on this issue, preferring 
instead to frame their pallid reservations in the language of the UN and human rights. 
They did not take out ads in the press. They didn't event bother to produce posters and 
leaflets which set out the Biblical position or refute the many disgraceful lies told by 
the government and repeated ad nauseum in the media. In short, with a few notable 
exceptions, the preachers and pastors of Ireland did nothing to oppose the wickedness 
of abortion. (We can be grateful for the tiny groups of believers here and there who, 
despite the appalling lack of leadership, went forth diligently, day after day and week 
after week, to canvass voters who had not yet made up their minds.) 





The Freemasons of Westminster 

Never in history has a nation voted to murder a sizeable proportion of its own 
children. The British Elite must feel a little peeved that Ireland has, in this matter at 
least, surpassed them in wickedness. Perhaps this is why, later this afternoon, the 
House of Commons will debate for three hours a motion to repeal sections of the 1861 
Offences Against the Person Act, which criminalized abortion. This ceased to be a 
criminal offense under the 1967 Abortion Act in England, Scotland and Wales, but 
still continues to be an offense in Northern Ireland (the six counties of Ulster which 
constitute part of the United Kingdom). 


The Elite could have embarked on a campaign of disinformation and deceitful 
propaganda in N Ireland, similar to the one employed in the Republic, with a view to 
persuading the majority of voters in that part of the UK that abortion was a human 
right and a woman's choice. But that would have taken a few years. They are clearly 
anxious to press ahead as quickly as possible with their Luciferian agenda and are 
prepared to deny the Northern Irish electorate any say in the matter. Instead of 
introducing fresh legislation to facilitate abortion, akin to the 1967 Act, they can 
simply repeal the legislation which made it a criminal offense in the first place. 


The people of N Ireland have kept out abortion for far too long. The Masonic 'Angel 
of Light' is not pleased. Enough is enough. The lambskin luminaries in Westminster 
seem determined to call a halt to their impertinence. 


If the Elite can do something like this, riding roughshod over a self-governing 
province and threaten to thrust aside a law which has protected its people since 1861, 
then their cynical suppression of free speech across Europe should hardly come as a 
shock to anyone. 


These rebellious people will no longer tolerate a Biblical point of view. 





- SPECIAL REQUEST - 

Regular readers are encouraged to download the papers on this 
website for safekeeping and future reference. They may not 
always be available. We are rapidly moving into an era where 
material of this kind may only be obtained via email. Readers 
who wish to be included on a future mailing list are welcome to 
contact me at jeremypauljames@gmail.com. A name is not 
required, just an email address. 














Jeremy James 
Ireland 
June 5, 2018 


For further information visit www.zephaniah.eu 
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